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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

THE REPLY FILED 07 October 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the application in 
condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) ^3 The period for reply expires 3months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) Q The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In 

no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

706.07(f). 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1 .136(a) and the appropriate extension 
fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension 
fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or 
(2) as set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even if 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 704(b). 



1 0 A Notice of Appeal was filed on . 



Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 



37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. n The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

3. [SI Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): See Continuation Sheet . 

4. D Newly proposed or amended ciaim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. [XJ The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)[Xl request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet . 

6. Q The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)IEI will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the ciaim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



7. 



Claim (s) rejected: 1-20.23.24.27 and 28 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 21,22.25 and 26 . 

8. D The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. D Other: 



William Phillip Fletcher III 
Patent Examiner, USPTO 
Group Art Unit 1762 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) 

1 — — Application No. 110/082,598 

&£XgS2Z3%3£i? .n^ritf %?<TT- of c,ai - m 1 9 under 35 u - sc - 1 1 * 2nd 

and the rejections of claims 6-10 16-20 27 and 28 under 35 3 s C Voftei ^ he nf e ' n , 9 ant ";'P ated by VanWi "<*e' <US 5.618,582 A) 
these rejections having been seMorth in the Office actor ? mailed W13/03 ^ 9 Unpatentable over VanWInckel (US 5,618,582 A); 

Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 

it J£Sg£&%2?- KrCr^ iS ? -™ k W - specificaiiy as 

response filed 10/09/03, the limitation "solelv Jthu»w> ndefinite. From applicant's remarks at p. 12 of the 

-i^pT^ 

invettsS 5 d*^S StSSC&t^^ T Ski "? d I the art ' ,ha ' °" e C0Uld praotice tba 

solution." The examiner disagrees as such an i urXandTno of Th^ nh^J-lT h - t S ° r s0 ' ver "- w ater mixture, or water surfactant 
Further, applicant's understandfng of ^ Wlth water , ls " ot clea "V **-forth the specification, 

to be read in light of applicant's understand ng o he phrase '"Io°e v w"th X-tSnf,* .'" ° rder for claims 27 and 28 

is contrary to the ordinary meaning of the term Le Process Cnnl L - u hd pS f '° defin " lon 18 re °. u "-e° in the specification since i 
1033 (Fed. Cir. 1999). ^plican^^emTs'n^Ss^ P ' * HydReclalm Cor ?- 190 F ™ "SO. 1357. 52 USPQ2d 1029, 

Van^ c»^^ composition and that there is no motivation to combine 

clearly set-forth in the Office action maLol/13/03 ConsloSen fv [his a ^X^™?**** by - b ° tn VanWinckel an « Roberts are 
Roberts disclose removable, tempera™ protect^ coSino comnn^n^ r, I T J? n0t P ersuasive ; Furthermore, both VanWinckel and 

or-s^ha^ 

^a=^^^ 

polymer according to Roberts eXaminers pos,tlon that solubtl.zatron of the polymer would necessarily result from neutralizing the 

lb^5TO£ l a S£ l S S «!*vJE^ on a f~ 'traction between the mechanica 

chemical interaction with water (hence the need for a ^^S^^S^SiIl^! ^ th ? C ° ating wHI not be affected b V a 
high-pressure mechanical forces. Since pressure washina is l^Zn f 6 S0,Ut '° n) the reference fs si| ent with respect to 

evidence of record that the coating o = Roberts ^u^^d^^^t?l 3 fr0m 3 surface ' and there is no 

have been obvious to remove RobeX ! ^ g T^ure i£hiS? m6ChamCal f ° rCeS ' * rema,ns the examiner's position that it would 
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